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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In the Matter oE: 

PROPOSED TARIFF FILING OF SOUTH CENTRAL ) 
BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY FOR TOUCHSTAR ) CASE NO. 93-135 
SERVICE CALLER ID - DELUXE 1 

O R D E R  

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., d/b/a South Central Bell 

Telephone Company ("South Central Bell") seeks approval of a tariff 

which will enable a called person to view the calling person's name 

in addition to the telephone number. The tariff was suspended for 

further review by Order dated May 14, 1993. South Central Bell and 

GTE South Incorporated ("GTE South") currently provide caller 

identification service, where the called person can view the 

calling person's phone number. 

On May 20, 1993, the Attorney General, through his Utility 

Rate and Intervention Division ("AG"), and the Lexington-Fayette 

Urban County Government ("LFUCG"), filed a motion to require GTE 

South to be made a party to this proceeding. No responses to this 

motion have been received by the Coinmission. 

In support of this motion, the AG/LFUCG contend8 that 

mandating participation by GTE South will ensure statewide 

consistency Eor the provision of Caller ID, because South Central 

Bell and GTE South are the only carriers offering this service at 

this time. The AG/LFUCG cites a prior Caller ID proceeding in 



which t h o  Commieelon frlnndatOd that GTE South pIlrtltYip8te and be 

bound by the anae'e  outcome.' 

Tho AQ/LPUCQ's NlOtlOfl nhould be denled. OTE South has not 

propoaod to onabla I t a  cuatofnere to vlow the calllng  person'^ name. 

No carrlar but South Contra1 Dall has proposed thls specific 

sorvlco, thua, no olhor  carrlwr neod bo made party to this 

procaodlng. 

Tho Commlsnlon may Cormrrlato its pollcy hereln for  the 

dellvery of the calllng par6on'e name to the called person. Any 

carrlor propoalng I n  the futuro to dellver the calllnp per60n1s 

name may be roqulroU to damonstrata why L t  Phould not have to 

comply wlth the p o l l c y  to bo articulated In thle procooding. 

The Commlaalon, havlng boon othsrwiae aufflclently advleed, 

HEREDY ORDERg that the AG/LFUCG'S motion LO denied. 

Done at Frankfort, Kontucky, thls 21rd dny o f  . h o ,  1993, 

PUBLIC BERVICECOHHISSION 
P 

ATTEST: 

.+chpL Execut ve D rnctor 

1 Case No, 91-218, The T a r i f f  Plllng of South Central Bell 
Telephone Company to Introduce Caller ID. 


